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Abstract
Background
Epidemiological studies suggest that smokeless tobacco in the form of Swedish snus has been used by many smokers in Scandinavia to quit smoking, but the efficacy of snus has so far not been evaluated in controlled clinical trials.

Methods
We conducted a randomized, double-blind, placebo-controlled, clinical trial aimed at assessing the efficacy of snus to help adult cigarette smokers in Serbia to substantially reduce, and, eventually, completely stop smoking. The study enrolled 319 healthy smokers aged 20-65 years at two occupational health centers in Belgrade, Serbia. Most of them (81%) expressed an interest to quit rather than just reduce their smoking. Study products were used ad libitum throughout the 48-week study period. The main study objective during the first 24 weeks was smoking reduction. The primary end-point was defined as a biologically verified reduction of ≥ 50% in the average number of smoked cigarettes per day during week 21-24 compared to baseline. During week 25-48 participants were actively instructed to stop smoking completely. Outcome measures of biologically verified, complete smoking cessation included 1-week point prevalence rates at clinical visits after 12, 24, 36, and 48 weeks, as well as 4-, 12- and 24-week continued cessation rates at the week 36 and 48 visits.

Results
At the week 24 visit, the proportion of participants who achieved the protocol definition of a ≥ 50% smoking reduction was similar in the two treatment groups. However, the proportion that reported more extreme reductions (≥ 75%) was statistically significantly higher in the snus group than in the placebo group (p < 0.01). The results for biologically verified complete cessation suggested that participants in the snus group were more likely to quit smoking completely than the controls; the odds ratio (snus versus placebo) for the protocol estimates of cessation varied between 1.9 to 3.4, but these ratios were of borderline significance with p-values ranging from 0.04-0.10. Snus was well tolerated and only 2/158 (1.3%) participants in the snus group discontinued treatment due to an adverse event (in both cases unrelated to snus).

Conclusions
Swedish snus could promote smoking cessation among smokers in Serbia, that is, in a cultural setting without traditional use of oral, smokeless tobacco.
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Introduction
The smoking prevalence is substantially higher in Central and East European countries than in West Europe [1]. In Serbia, for instance, smoking prevalence among both males and females is reported at 30-40% [2]. During recent years, Serbian public health authorities have initiated antismoking campaigns but the funding for such activities is limited, as well as for modern, pharmaceutical smoking cessation products. Progress is also hampered by the relatively low public awareness of the health hazards associated with smoking.
Sweden demonstrates a unique pattern in terms of smoking-related disease; male smoking-related deaths are radically fewer than in other European countries, and Sweden is also the only EU country where male smoking prevalence is lower than among females [3]. During recent decades smoking among Swedish males has decreased to a larger extent than among women, probably related to the prevalent use in men of snus, a traditional Swedish oral tobacco product, as a smoking cessation aid and replacement for cigarettes [4]. The use of low-nitrosamine smokeless tobacco of the Swedish type is associated with health risks that are only a fraction of those caused by smoking [5–7].
Use of nicotine replacement may promote smoking cessation as evidenced by numerous controlled clinical trials on the role of pharmaceutical nicotine products [8]. However, the cost of such products is prohibitively high for most Serbian smokers. Swedish snus offers another possibility for nicotine replacement. The Swedish experience provides strong indirect support to the notion that snus can promote smoking cessation and help to reduce tobacco related disease [9–12]. Snus is also generally regarded as less harmful than other smokeless tobacco products [13].
In contrast to Scandinavia, Serbia has no tradition of oral, smokeless tobacco. Therefore, a pilot study was conducted in Belgrade during 2004-2005 where 21 smokers tested different Swedish snus products. The main objective was to assess the acceptability of snus in a Serbian setting. A marked reduction of average carbon monoxide levels in exhaled air at the end of the one month test period indicated a substantial reduction of the number of cigarettes smoked. The study also demonstrated that, if properly flavored, an oral moist tobacco product like Swedish snus may be acceptable to both male and female Serbian smokers.
Recruitment to a smoking cessation program may be more successful if the proposed goal is to reduce smoking rather than total cessation. Smokers who have made previous unsuccessful quit attempts might abstain from participating in a program if the requirement is immediate, total abstention. Initial smoking reduction may facilitate complete cessation later on [14].
These circumstances constituted the rationale for the randomized trial presented here. The study aimed at assessing the efficacy of a traditional Swedish low nitrosamine smokeless tobacco product (snus) to help adult cigarette smokers in Serbia to substantially reduce their smoking and, eventually, completely stop smoking.

Methods
Study design
This study was an investigator-initiated, randomized, multi-center, double-blind, parallel-group, placebo-controlled, phase 4 clinical trial. It focused on the potential of Swedish snus to reduce smoking and increase quit rates among cigarette smokers motivated to reduce their smoking or quit completely. The study was conducted in compliance with the ethical principles of the Declaration of Helsinki and the International Conference on Harmonization Good Clinical Practice Guidelines (ICH-GCP) at two occupational health care centers in Belgrade, Serbia during January 2008 through March 2010 [15]. The study was approved by the centers' institutional review board, and all participants provided written informed consent prior to entering the study. Before initiation, the study was registered on http://​www.​clinicaltrials.​gov (identifier: NCT00601042).

Study population
Participants were recruited through posters and other printed material distributed at or in the vicinity of the study sites, and by word-of-mouth. The two sites were occupational health centers located at the head office of a large Serbian corporation (NIS-Jugopetrol) and at a major research institution in Belgrade (Vinča Institute of Nuclear Sciences). The inclusion criteria were: age between 20 through 65 years, history of daily smoking for more than one year, an average daily consumption of more than 10 cigarettes during the past month, motivation to substantially reduce or quit smoking, good general health, and acceptance not to take pharmaceutical nicotine products or any other non-protocol treatment to facilitate smoking cessation during the study period. Exclusion criteria were: uncontrolled hypertension (systolic > 140 mg Hg, diastolic > 90 mg Hg), history of coronary heart disease, other significant heart condition, or any medical condition that may interfere with study procedures, pregnancy or nursing, current abuse of alcohol or illicit drugs, current active oral disease that may interfere with use of study product, significant current psychiatric disease or psychosocial problems that may interfere with study procedures, and use of pharmaceutical or other products for smoking reduction or cessation within the past 3 months.

Study products
The products were manufactured by Swedish Match AB according to the GothiaTek® standard [16] and were supplied in identical, food-grade, plastic containers. The products came in sachets (pouches) that were placed in the anterior part of mouth between the upper gingiva and cheek for 30-60 minutes. The participants could choose from two different sachet sizes (0.5 g and 1 g) and two different flavors (liquorice and eucalyptus). Swedish snus according to the GothiaTek® standard is a low nitrosamine, moist, oral tobacco product with a water content of c. 45-55%, a nicotine content of c. 1%, and a pH of c. 8.5. The nicotine uptake from snus sachets in comparison with a 2 mg nicotine polacrilex gum was described previously [17]. Snus was found to provide a more rapid uptake than the gum. However, the nicotine uptake from smoked products such as cigarettes is much more rapid than with oral tobacco due to the pulmonary mode of delivery [18].
The placebo snus products were almost identical to the snus products in physical appearance, mouth feel, pH, flavoring, and other sensory characteristics but they did not contain tobacco or nicotine.

Interventions
With stratification by center, and using a block size of six, a predefined, central, computer-generated randomization sequence assigned participants in a 1:1 ratio to receive snus or matching placebo. Randomization was done by consecutively associating each included participant's identifiers with a unique, computer-generated sequential number. Lists at the study sites linked these numbers to specific study products, that is, snus or placebo. At the sites all study products were identified solely by identification numbers which ensured that both participants and investigators were blinded to treatment assignments. The protocol did not include procedures to assess the success of the blinding.
Each participant was scheduled to be followed for a total of 48 weeks. Study products were distributed to the participants during the entire study period. Participants were instructed to cut down on smoking as much as possible or quit smoking completely. Whenever they felt an urge to smoke, they were instructed to take a sachet of their allocated product. The number of sachets consumed per day was determined by the participants themselves. There was no prescribed tapering of product usage. Unblinding of treatment assignments was not done until after a participant had concluded the entire 48 week study period. Those who wanted to continue with snus after 48 weeks were obliged to buy commercially available products.
None of the study centers had previous experience with smoking cessation interventions (as quit smoking programs were non-existent in Serbia at the time of the trial) or smokeless tobacco (as there is no traditional use of such products in Serbia). However, the trialists attended training sessions prior to the initiation of the study which covered alternative approaches to smoking cessation, the chemical composition of snus, the epidemiology of snus use in Sweden, health effects of nicotine and snus versus cigarette smoking, how to use the study products, the need for adequate nicotine dosing to suppress cravings, methods for counseling of smokers who want to quit, and proper use of study equipment.
Potential participants were invited to seminars during which information was provided about health risks associated with smoking and available smoking cessation strategies. The physiological effects of nicotine were outlined, and an account given of the Swedish experience with snus including potential health risks associated with smokeless tobacco products. A few days-weeks after a seminar, those interested to participate were invited to a baseline visit during which their eligibility was determined and written informed consent to participate was obtained. All included participants were provided with their allocated study product at the baseline visit.
During the first 24 weeks the main study objective was to substantially reduce smoking so the participants were instructed to replace as many cigarettes as possible with their allocated study product or quit completely. They were informed that complete cessation should be the ultimate goal but that smoking reduction could be an important first step toward that aim. Information was given that one 1.0 g sachet used according to the instructions roughly should be able to replace one cigarette. All participants were encouraged to remain in the trial, attend all visits, and complete all assessments irrespective of study product usage or intensity of smoking. The participants were instructed to document on a weekly basis in a diary how many cigarettes they smoked on average per day, and how many study products they had used. Those who managed to achieve the protocol definition of a substantial smoking reduction at the week 24 visit or who had quit completely (see "Study end-points"), continued in the trial up to 48 weeks. During week 25-48 they were actively instructed to quit smoking completely. Participants who did not meet the protocol criteria for smoking reduction at the week 24 visit were counted as treatment failures in all efficacy analyses and were not actively followed after week 24.

Clinical visits
The baseline visit was followed by 9 clinical visits over a total of 48 weeks. Participants were also contacted by telephone on two occasions (after 1 and 9 weeks). Each follow-up clinical visit comprised protocol assessments, a check of the participant's diary information, assessment of adverse events, and brief counseling (< 5-10 minutes).

Assessments
The assessment at the baseline visit included medical history, history of smoking including previous quit attempts, measurements of height and weight, blood pressure, CO in exhaled air (Bedfont Micro Smokerlyzer, Sittingbourne, U.K.), assessment of nicotine dependence with the Fagerström Test for Nicotine Dependence (FTND) [19], pulmonary function tests (EasyOne Spirometer, ndd Medical Technologies, Zurich, Switzerland), and blood samples to assess the following biomarkers: total leukocytes (S-WBC), C-reactive protein (S-CRP), total S-cholesterol, high density lipoprotein (S-HDL), low density lipoprotein (S-LDL), S-fibrinogen, and S-cotinine.
Follow-up clinical visits were scheduled after week 2, 6, 12, 18, 24, 30, 36, 42, and 48. They included assessment of CO in exhaled air, self-reported smoking status and study product usage based on the participant's diary information, adverse events, and blood pressure. The pulmonary function tests, blood tests and measurement of weight were repeated at four of these visits (week 12, 24, 36, and 48). The FTND was administered at two follow up visits (week 24 and 48). The results were only considered relevant for those who reported continued smoking.
The telephone contacts scheduled after 1 and 9 weeks included assessment of self-reported smoking status, study product usage, and adverse events.

Study end-points
The primary end-point was smoking reduction at 24 weeks defined as a self-reported reduction of ≥ 50% in the average number of smoked cigarettes per day during week 21-24 compared to baseline, verified by a reduced concentration of carbon monoxide (CO) in exhaled air of at least 1 ppm. The protocol also included exploratory analyses of extent of smoking reduction (preceding 7 day period including abstinence days) compared to baseline according to predefined categories (100%, 75-99%, 50-74%, 25-49%, and < 25%).
Secondary end-points were evaluated at the week 12, 24, 36 and 48 clinical visits and included: CO-verified smoking reduction (≥ 50%) after 12 weeks (preceding 7 day period including abstinence days), point-prevalence estimate of smoking cessation (defined as self-reported total abstention from cigarettes during the preceding 7 day period verified by a concentration of CO in exhaled air of < 10 ppm at the clinical visit), estimates of continued smoking cessation (defined as self-reported total abstention from cigarettes during the preceding 4, 12, or 24-week period verified by a concentration of CO in exhaled air of < 10 ppm at all measurements during the specified period), and clinical tests and biomarkers including body weight, body mass index (BMI, defined as weight/height2), blood pressure, CO in exhaled air, pulmonary function tests including forced expiratory volume during one second (FEV1.0), forced vital capacity (FVC), the ratio between FEV1.0 and FVC (FEV%), and blood biomarkers (S-WBC, S-CRP, total S-cholesterol, S-HDL, S-LDL, S-fibrinogen, and S-cotinine).

Adverse events
An adverse event (AE) was defined as any symptom, physical sign or disease that either emerged during the study or, if present at the baseline visit, worsened during the study, regardless of the suspected cause of the event. Each AE was described by the responsible trialist in terms of duration, frequency, intensity, association with the study medication, assessment of possible causes, actions taken, and outcome. AEs for which an association with the allocated study product was considered "possible", "probable", or "definite" are reported in this paper as treatment-related. A serious AE (SAE) was defined as any AE that was fatal or life-threatening, permanently disabling, resulting in unplanned or prolonged hospitalization, or if medical interventions were required to prevent any of the mentioned outcomes.

Study monitoring and data handling
The study was coordinated and monitored by research personnel from an external contractor with a local office in Belgrade (i3 Research). They were also responsible for all data handling.

Statistical analysis
Efficacy data and intent-to-treat comparisons are reported for all randomized participants. All statistical methods were based on the International Conference on Harmonization (ICH) E9 document "Statistical Principles for Clinical Trials" [20]. The statistical analyses were performed using SAS® v9.2 for Windows by an external contractor (i3 Statprobe).
In order to reliably detect (p < 0.05, statistical power > 80%) a more than two-fold increase in the odds of achieving smoking reduction at 24 weeks among the snus versus placebo groups, and assuming a smoking reduction rate of 15% in the placebo group versus 28% in the snus group (corresponding to an odds ratio of 2.2), the target sample size was estimated at 156 per treatment group for a total size of 312 study participants.
Demographics, vital statistics and other clinical data were summarized using summary statistics for continuous variables or by way of group frequencies and percentages for categorical variables.
In the efficacy analyses participants with missing or incomplete information, typically because of non-compliance with follow-up visits, were counted as not having achieved the end-point in question. Intent-to-treat comparisons of the proportion of participants achieving smoking reduction or cessation were done using logistic regression techniques allowing for allocated treatment, center, age at baseline, gender, and the interaction between treatment and center. Odds ratios were computed along with the 95% confidence intervals (95% C.I.) and two-sided p-values. The exploratory analyses of level of smoking reduction in the two treatment groups were done using Pearson's chi-squared test. Changes over time of average number of cigarettes smoked, vital signs, and biomarker data were analyzed using mixed effects repeated measures models. The models included allocated treatment, center, age at baseline, gender, and the interaction between treatment and center as fixed effects, and used unstructured residual covariance matrices for repeated records within subjects.


Results
Participant disposition
A total of 319 participants entered the study during January, 2008 through April, 2009. The 48-week study completion rates were 56% (88/158) for the snus group, and 63% (101/161) for the placebo group (Table 1). Among the total of 130 participants who discontinued prematurely, the most common reasons in both treatment groups were failure to achieve the protocol definition of smoking reduction at the week 24 visit (57/130, 43.8%), withdrawal of informed consent (41/130, 31.5%), and loss to follow-up (21/130, 16.2%).Table 1Participant disposition


	 	319 Randomized

	Baseline:
	158 (100%) Assigned to snus
	161 (100%) Assigned to placebo

	 	158 (100%) Received assigned product, included in efficacy and safety analyses
	161 (100%) Received assigned product, included in efficacy and safety analyses

	Week 1-24:
	26 (16%) Discontinued study
	23 (14%) Discontinued study

	 	132 (84%) Completed protocol follow-up
	138 (86%) Completed protocol follow-up

	Week 24 visit:
	31 (20%) Failed to achieve protocol definition of smoking reduction
	29 (18%) Failed to achieve protocol definition of smoking reduction

	 	101 (64%) Continued in the study
	109 (68%) Continued in the study

	Week 24-48:
	13 (8%) Discontinued study
	8 (5%) Discontinued study

	 	88 (56%) Completed protocol follow-up
	101 (63%) Completed protocol follow-up




Baseline and demographic characteristics were similar in the snus and placebo groups (Table 2). Overall, 61% were female. On average, participants were aged 44 years, had smoked 27 cigarettes per day during the past year, and had made 0.6 previous quit attempts. Most of them (81%) participated in the trial because they wanted to quit rather than just reduce their smoking. Few participants had previous exposure to nicotine replacement therapy (0.9%) or other pharmaceutical cessation aids (1.3%).Table 2Participant characteristics at baseline


	Characteristic
	Snus group (n = 158)
	Placebo group (n = 161)

	Age, mean (SD), years
	43.3 (9.9)
	44.0 (10.3)

	Female (%)
	99 (62.7)
	97 (60.2)

	Weight, mean (SD), kg
	76.4 (16.5)
	75.8 (16.4)

	Height, mean (SD), cm
	170.6 (8.8)
	171.9 (10.0)

	BMI (kg/m2), mean (SD)
	26.1 (4.7)
	25.5 (4.1)

	Age at smoking initiation, mean (SD), years
	19.2 (5.3)
	18.8 (4.0)

	Average no. of smoked cigarettes per day during last year, mean (SD)
	27.6 (10.5)
	25.7 (9.0)

	No. of previous quit attempts, mean (SD)
	0.7 (1.4)
	0.6 (1.3)

	Previous NRT exposure (%)
	1 (0.6)
	2 (1.2)

	Previous exposure to other pharmaceutical smoking cessation products (%)
	1 (0.6)
	3 (1.9)

	Intention to participate was to quit smoking (%)
	132 (83.5)
	127 (78.9)

	FTND score, mean
	6.2
	6.1


SD: standard deviation, NRT: nicotine replacement therapy, FTND: Fagerström test for nicotine dependence




Study product usage
After the first week 97% of participants in both the snus and placebo groups reported some daily use of their allocated study product defined as having used at least one sachet per day during the preceding week. This proportion declined over time and was 52% after 48 weeks in the snus group compared to 60.2% in the placebo group (Figure 1). Among the daily users of snus the mean amount used per day was moderate: the weekly average ranged from 3.5 to 4.7 g per day, and was relatively stable over time. Those allocated to the placebo group had a marginally higher consumption. After the first few weeks c. 70-80% of those who reported daily product use preferred the small, 0.5 g sachets and the mean number of sachets used per day in both treatment groups was c.7-8. This number was similar irrespective of preferred sachet size.[image: A12954_2011_Article_222_Fig1_HTML.jpg]
Figure 1Study product usage. Proportion of participants reporting daily use (at least one sachet per day) of study product, and their mean daily consumption, by treatment allocation and week of follow up.





Cigarette consumption
The self-reported mean number of cigarettes smoked per day (including abstinence days) decreased over time in both the snus group and the placebo group (Figure 2, p < 0.001). Among those allocated to snus the decrease was slightly, but not statistically significantly more pronounced compared to the placebo group during week 30-48. At the week 48 visit the mean number in the snus group was 7.6 compared to 8.6 in the placebo group, that is, less than one third compared to baseline in both groups.[image: A12954_2011_Article_222_Fig2_HTML.jpg]
Figure 2Cigarette consumption. Self-reported mean number of cigarettes smoked per day during the preceding week by treatment allocation and week of follow up.





Cotinine and CO in exhaled air
S-cotinine decreased substantially and similarly over time in both treatment groups (p < 0.001): at baseline the mean concentration in the snus and placebo group was 98.9 ng/mL and 101.2 ng/mL, respectively. The corresponding mean concentrations in the two groups during follow up were 70.9 and 70.6 (12 weeks), 68.7 and 71.7 (24 weeks), 62.9 and 69.3 (36 weeks), and 66.1 and 69.1 (48 weeks). Also, CO in exhaled air decreased statistically significantly over time (p < 0.001) in both treatment groups: at baseline the mean concentration was 23.5 ppm in both the snus and placebo group. The corresponding mean concentrations in the two groups during follow up were 20.0 and 20.2 (12 weeks), 16.7 and 15.8 (24 weeks), 13.0 and 13.2 (36 weeks), and 11.5 and 12.1 (48 weeks). The observed decreases of cotinine and CO in both treatment groups were thus less pronounced than the reported decreases in number of smoked cigarettes.

Efficacy estimates
Smoking reduction
At the week 24 visit, a total of 101 participants (63.9%) in the snus group achieved a ≥ 50% smoking reduction according to the protocol definition compared to 109 (67.7%) in the placebo group. This difference was not statistically significant: the estimated odds ratio (snus versus placebo group) was 0.81 (95% C.I.: 0.48-1.36, p = 0.42). At the week 12 visit the corresponding proportions were 19.6% in the snus group (31/158) versus 12.4% in the placebo group (20/161) for an estimated odds ratio of 1.7 (95% C.I.: 0.94-3.23, p = 0.08).
The exploratory analyses of smoking reduction according to the predefined categories revealed that the proportion of participants reporting more extreme reductions in their average number of smoked cigarettes per day (≥ 75%) at the week 24 visit was statistically significantly higher (p < 0.01) in the snus group (15/158, 9.5%) than in the placebo group (4/161, 2.5%). At week 36 and 48 the corresponding proportions were 27/158 (17.1%) versus 17/161 (10.6%, p = 0.09), and 30/158 (19.0%) versus 21/161 (13.0%, p = 0.15).

Point-prevalence smoking abstinence
The number of participants with CO confirmed 7 day point prevalence abstinence was higher in the snus group compared to the placebo group at the clinical visits week 12, 24, 36, and 48. The estimated odds ratios (snus versus placebo group) ranged from 1.9 to 3.4, but only the estimate at 36 weeks was statistically significant (Table 3).Table 3CO-verified smoking cessation outcomes


	Outcome
	Snus, n = 158 (%)
	Placebo, n = 161 (%)
	Odds ratio
(snus vs placebo)
	95% C.I.
	P

	Point-prevalence cessation (1 week):

	-week 12
	2 (1.3)
	0
	-
	-
	-

	-week 24
	9 (5.7)
	3 (1.9)
	3.4
	0.9-12.8
	0.08

	-week 36
	15 (9.5)
	6 (3.7)
	2.7
	1.0-7.3
	0.04

	-week 48
	25 (15.8)
	15 (9.3)
	1.9
	0.9-3.7
	0.08

	Continued cessation at week 36:

	-4 weeks
	13 (8.2)
	6 (3.7)
	2.3
	0.9-6.4
	0.10

	-12 weeks
	9 (5.7)
	3 (1.9)
	3.3
	0.9-12.5
	0.08

	-24 weeks
	2 (1.3)
	0
	-
	-
	-

	Continued cessation at week 48:

	-4 weeks
	22 (13.9)
	12 (7.5)
	2.1
	1.0-4.4
	0.06

	-12 weeks
	15 (9.5)
	6 (3.7)
	2.7
	1.0-7.3
	0.04

	-24 weeks
	9 (5.7)
	3 (1.9)
	3.3
	0.9-12.5
	0.08





Continuous smoking abstinence
The number of participants with CO confirmed smoking abstinence during the preceding 4, 12, and 24 week period was higher in the snus group compared to the placebo group at both the week 36 and week 48 visit. The estimated odds ratios ranged from 2.1 to 3.3, but only the estimate for 12-week continued abstinence at week 48 was statistically significant (Table 3)


Baseline comparisons
Vital signs
Mean blood pressure (systolic and diastolic), body weight, BMI, and the tests for pulmonary function (FEV1.0, FVC, FEV%) did not change appreciably over time and there were no statistically significant differences between the two treatment groups (data not shown).

Biomarkers
The levels of S-WBC, S-CRP, total S-Cholesterol, S-HDL, S-LDL, and S-fibrinogen did not change appreciably over time and no statistically significant differences between the treatment groups were observed (data not shown).

Nicotine dependence
The average FTND score among those who continued to smoke was lower at the week 24 and 48 clinical visits compared to baseline but there was no difference between participants according to allocated treatment. In the snus group the average score at baseline, after 24 weeks, and 48 weeks was 6.2, 4.2, and 4.0, respectively. Among the placebo participants the corresponding scores were 6.1, 4.1, and 3.6.
The reported decrease in cigarette consumption among participants in both treatment groups contributed to the observed decreases in FTND as number of cigarettes smoked per day is one out of the six items in the instrument. It was beyond the scope of the current paper to perform an exploratory analysis of the contribution from the other items


Safety and tolerability
Of the 319 participants all reported having used at least one sachet of their allocated study product and were consequently included in the safety analysis. Using snus was safe and generally well tolerated (Table 4). However, treatment-related AEs were reported by 30 participants allocated to snus (19.0%) compared to 18 in the placebo group (11.2%, p = 0.06), but they were mostly classified as mild and did not result in discontinuation of study treatment. Treatment-related AEs that occurred more frequently in the snus group typically concerned participants with symptoms related to nicotine exposure, such as nausea (17 participants in the snus group versus 12 in the control group), increased salivation (2 versus none), vomiting (2 versus none), and hiccups (1 versus none). Four participants in the snus group were also diagnosed with gingival or buccal irritation compared to one participant from the control group. However, none of these differences for specific AEs were statistically significantly different between the treatment groups.Table 4Summary of adverse events (AE)


	 	Snus group, n = 158 (%)
	Placebo group, n = 161 (%)

	Any AE
	42 (26.6)
	26 (16.1)

	SAE
	1 (0.6)
	0

	AE leading to discontinuation of study treatment
	2 (1.3)
	0

	Treatment-related AE
	30 (19.0)
	18 (11.2)


SAE: serious adverse event, Treatment-related: relation to allocated study treatment considered by the trialist to be possible, probable, or definite,



One participant in the snus group developed an SAE (severe muscular weakness). It was classified as unrelated to use of study product but led to discontinuation of treatment. Another participant in the snus group discontinued using snus because of an AE (anxiety) which was also classified as unrelated to use of study product. No SAE was reported among the participants allocated to placebo.


Discussion
The current results suggested that participants allocated to snus were more likely to quit smoking completely than participants allocated to placebo snus. Although the odds ratios at all time-points for the protocol-defined estimates of smoking cessation indicated that those allocated to snus were 1.9 to 3.4 times more likely to quit, the findings were of borderline significance with p-values ranging from 0.04-0.10.
The primary endpoint in the trial was a ≥ 50% smoking reduction at the week 24 visit. In contrast to complete cessation, the results indicated no difference between the snus and placebo groups in terms of this measure. The fact that the daily number of smoked cigarettes at baseline in both treatment groups was relatively high may help to explain this finding; the average participant only needed to decrease daily consumption to 13-14 cigarettes in order to fulfill the major protocol criteria for this end-point. However, the proportion of participants reporting more extreme decreases of the average number of cigarettes smoked per day (≥ 75% compared to baseline) was statistically significantly higher in the snus group compared to the placebo group at the week 24 visit (9.5% versus 2.5%, p < 0.01). For the average participant such reduction corresponded to daily smoking of less than c. 7 cigarettes per day. It has been suggested that a smoker needs to decrease consumption to low absolute levels to achieve beneficial effects on smoking-related morbidity as less extreme absolute reductions may be offset by compensatory smoking [21, 22].
The main strength of this trial was the double-blind, placebo-controlled design although the protocol did not include procedures to assess the success of the blinding. The main weakness was that the study centers had not previously been involved in smoking cessation programs or worked with either pharmaceutical or behavioral cessation interventions. This may have contributed to the observed relatively low overall quit rate. Another contributing factor may have been that the social environment in Serbia, with a high smoking prevalence, few smoking restrictions, and a generally low public awareness of the dangers of smoking, is not supportive of quit attempts among smokers who want to stop smoking. An illustration to this was perhaps the low mean number of previous quit attempts among the participants (Table 2).
Nicotine is not harmless but it is the inhalation of combustion products accompanying the nicotine in tobacco smoke that explains most of the excess morbidity and mortality experienced by smokers. These circumstances formed part of the rationale for the study design which included usage of study product ad libitum over the entire 48 week study period with no prescribed tapering of product use after a specified time point. The aims of the trial thus did not include treating the participants' nicotine dependence. Clinical experience from Scandinavia indicates that smokers who use snus as a smoking cessation aid typically do not switch abruptly from cigarettes to snus. The transition period of dual daily use can last from weeks to months, so in this study there was a grace period of 24 weeks before the participants were actively instructed to completely refrain from smoking. On the other hand, a long "grace period" before a target quit date could theoretically lead to dissipation of the motivation to quit among some smokers. Smokers who have successfully quit by switching to snus typically do not abruptly stop using snus after a few weeks or months. In fact, a substantial proportion of smokers who have switched to snus become long term users [23]. The same appears to apply also to pharmaceutical nicotine; several studies have indicated that a proportion of ex-smokers who quit using NRT continue to use such products long-term [24–26].
Beneficial effects from smoking reduction or cessation on vital signs (e.g. blood pressure and pulmonary function) and biomarker levels (e.g. CRP, fibrinogen, and blood lipids) are mainly observed among those who quit completely and typically take several weeks to months to emerge. The overall low complete cessation rates in this study may have contributed to the fact that we could not detect any statistically significant overall differences between the treatment groups in terms of such measures, despite the difference in number of quitters in favor of the snus group. Any differences that may have occurred as a result of this difference were probably obscured by the results for the large number of non-quitters. The generally small number of quitters also precluded meaningful exploratory analyses according to quitting behavior.
Unassisted cessation remains the most common method by which smokers quit, but in Scandinavia snus is the most frequently reported method among those who use some form of cessation aid [27, 28]. Also, snus appears to be associated with a higher long-term success rate compared to pharmaceutical nicotine [28]. Possible explanations include the more rapid nicotine delivery from snus [17], and the fact that snus is typically used more long term [23].

Conclusions
Snus use is traditional in Sweden, particularly among males. It has been hypothesized that cultural factors may make snus unacceptable or ineffective as a smoking cessation aid outside of Scandinavia [29]. This trial demonstrated that Swedish snus was acceptable and could promote smoking cessation also among smokers in Serbia, that is, in a cultural setting without traditional use of any form of oral tobacco.

Acknowledgements
We are indebted to Mr Božidar Jablan for excellent administrative and technical assistance with study product logistics in Serbia. We also thank Dr Freddi Lewin for his important contributions during the initial phases of the study, and Dr Snezana Pantić-Aksentijević who was temporarily responsible for trial procedures at one of the participating study centers.

References
1.
WHO Report on the Global Tobacco Epidemic, 2008: the MPOWER package. 2008, Geneva, World Health Organization

2.
Institute of Public Health of Serbia "Dr Milan Jovanović Batut". Health of Population of Serbia: analytical study 1997-2007. Belgrade. 2009

3.
Mackay J, Eriksen M, Shafey O: The Tobacco Atlas. American Cancer Society. 2006

4.
Foulds J, Ramström L, Burke M, Fagerström K: The effects of smokeless tobacco (snus) on smoking and public health in Sweden. Tobacco Control. 2003, 12: 349-359. 10.1136/tc.12.4.349.PubMedCentralCrossRefPubMed

5.
Royal College of Physicians. 2002, Protecting Smokers, Saving Lives, Publications Unit of the Royal College of Physicians, London

6.
Lee PN, Hamling J: Systematic review of the relation between smokeless tobacco and cancer in Europe and North America. BMC Med. 2009, 29: 36.CrossRef

7.
Lee PN: Summary of the epidemiological evidence relating snus to health. Regul Toxicol Pharmacol. 2011, 59: 197-214. 10.1016/j.yrtph.2010.12.002.CrossRefPubMed

8.
Moore D, Aveyard P, Connock M, Wang D, Fry-Smith A, Barton P: Effectiveness and safety of nicotine replacement therapy assisted reduction to stop smoking: systematic review and meta-analysis. BMJ. 2009, 338: b1024-10.1136/bmj.b1024.PubMedCentralCrossRefPubMed

9.
Rodu B, Cole P: Lung cancer mortality: comparing Sweden with other countries in the European Union. Scand J Public Health. 2010, 38: 332-3. 10.1177/1403494810364203.CrossRef

10.
Swedish National Board of Health and Welfare. Public Health Report 2005 (In Swedish). Socialstyrelsen, Stockholm. 2006

11.
Lund K, Scheffels J, McNeill A: The association between use of snus and quit rates for smoking: results from seven Norwegian cross-sectional studies. Addiction. 2011, 106: 162-167. 10.1111/j.1360-0443.2010.03122.x.PubMedCentralCrossRefPubMed

12.
Ramström L, Commentary on Lund: Consolidating the evidence on effectiveness of snus for smoking cessation - implications for public health. Addiction. 2011, 106: 168-169. 10.1111/j.1360-0443.2010.03180.x.CrossRefPubMed

13.
World Health Organization: WHO Study Group on Tobacco Product Regulation. Report on the scientific basis of tobacco product regulation: third report of a WHO study group. 2009, WHO Technical Report Series 955, Geneva, Switzerland

14.
Asfar T, Ebbert JO, Klesges RC, Relyea GE: Do smoking reduction interventions promote cessation in smokers not ready to quit?. Addict Behav. 2011, 36: 764-768. 10.1016/j.addbeh.2011.02.003.PubMedCentralCrossRefPubMed

15.
International conference on harmonisation of technical requirements for registration of pharmaceuticals for human use. ICH-GCP Good Clinical Practice. Retrieved July 2011, [http://​ichgcp.​net]

16.
Rutqvist LE, Curvall M, Hassler T, Ringberger T, Wahlberg I: Swedish snus and the GothiaTek® standard. Harm Reduction Journal. 2011, 8: 11-10.1186/1477-7517-8-11.PubMedCentralCrossRefPubMed

17.
Lunell E, Lunell M: Steady-state nicotine plasma levels following use of four different types of Swedish snus compared with 2-mg Nicorette chewing gum: a crossover study. Nicotine Tob Res. 2005, 7: 397-403. 10.1080/14622200500125468.CrossRefPubMed

18.
Benowitz NL, Porchet H, Sheiner L, Jacob P: Nicotine absorption and cardiovascular effects with smokeless tobacco use: comparison with cigarettes and nicotine gum. Clin Pharmacol Ther. 1988, 44: 23-28. 10.1038/clpt.1988.107.CrossRefPubMed

19.
Heatherton TF, Kozlowski LT, Frecker RC, Fagerström KO: The Fagerström Test for Nicotine Dependence: a revision of the Fagerström Tolerance Questionnaire. Br J Addict. 1991, 86: 1119-1127. 10.1111/j.1360-0443.1991.tb01879.x.CrossRefPubMed

20.
European Medicines Agency (EMA): Statistical principles for clinical trials. September 1998. Retrieved July 2011, [http://​www.​ema.​europa.​eu/​pdfs/​human/​ich/​036396en.​pdf]

21.
Simmons MS, Connett JE, Nides MA, Lindgren PG, Kleerup EC, Murray RP, Bjornson WM, Tashkin DP: Smoking reduction and the rate of decline in FEV1: results from the Lung Health Study. Eur Respir J. 2005, 25: 1011-7. 10.1183/09031936.05.00086804.CrossRefPubMed

22.
Tönnesen P, Mikkelsen K, Bremann L: Nurse-conducted smoking cessation in patients with COPD using nicotine sublingual tablets and behavioral support. Nicotine Tob Res. 2005, 7: 139-48. 10.1080/14622200412331328411.CrossRefPubMed

23.
Gilljam H, Galanti MR: Role of snus (oral moist snuff) in smoking cessation and smoking reduction in Sweden. Addiction. 2003, 98: 1183-9. 10.1046/j.1360-0443.2003.00379.x.CrossRefPubMed

24.
Hajek P, Jackson P, Belcher M: Long-term Use of Nicotine Chewing Gum: Occurrence, Determinants, and Effect on Weight Gain. JAMA. 1988, 260: 1593-1596. 10.1001/jama.260.11.1593.CrossRefPubMed

25.
Jarvis MJ, Raw M, Russell MAH, Feyerabend C: Randomised controlled trial of nicotine chewing-gum. BMJ. 1982, 285: 537-540. 10.1136/bmj.285.6341.537.PubMedCentralCrossRefPubMed

26.
Murray RP, Bailey WC, Daniels K, Bjornson WM, Kurnow K, Connett JE, Nides MA, Kiley JP: Safety of Nicotine Polacrilex Gum Used by 3,094 Participants in the Lung Health Study. Chest. 1996, 109: 438-445. 10.1378/chest.109.2.438.CrossRefPubMed

27.
Lund K-E, McNeill A, Scheffels J: The use of snus for quitting smoking compared with medicinal products. Nicotine Tob Res. 2010, 12: 817-822. 10.1093/ntr/ntq105.PubMedCentralCrossRefPubMed

28.
Ramström LM, Foulds J: Role of snus in initiation and cessation of tobacco smoking in Sweden. Tobacco Control. 2006, 15: 210-214. 10.1136/tc.2005.014969.PubMedCentralCrossRefPubMed

29.
Scientific Committee on Emerging and Newly Identified Health Risks (SCENIHR): Health Effects of Smokeless Tobacco Products. 2008, European Commission, Brussels



Competing interests
The trial was officially sponsored by Swedish Match AB, Stockholm, Sweden. Sponsor provided funding, study products (snus and placebo snus), and study equipment. External contractors paid by the sponsor provided monitoring, data handling, and all statistical analyses (i3 Research, i3 Statprobe).
LER is an employee of Swedish Match AB.
GJ, VST, RA, and RN received honoraria from Swedish Match AB for their work with this trial, but declare no other conflict of interest.

Authors' contributions
GJ participated in the design of the study, was responsible for coordination of trial activities, and helped draft the manuscript. VST was responsible for trial procedures at one of the participating study centers. RA was responsible for the pilot study, participated in the design of the trial and was responsible for coordination of trial activities and trial procedures. RN conceived of the study, participated in the trial design, coordinated trial activities, and helped draft the manuscript. LER participated in the trial design, was responsible for study product logistics, and drafted the manuscript. All authors critically revised the manuscript for important intellectual content, read and approved the final version.


OEBPS/sidebar.gif





OEBPS/A12954_2011_Article_222_Fig1_HTML.jpg
Gram

Daily
usage, % per day
100% 60
90%
s0%
0%
40
60%
s0% 30
0%
20
30%
-==-Snus group, daily usage
— - Placebo group, daily usage
20% - ++++++ Snus group, mean amount consumex (g)
— = Placebo group, mean amount consumed (g) 10
10%
0% —— . . . . . . 00

4 8 12 16 20 2 28 2 36 a0 a a8

Weekof follow-up





OEBPS/contact.gif





OEBPS/A12954_2011_Article_222_Fig2_HTML.jpg
25

No. of Cigarettes/day

— =Snus group ===-Placebo group

as e
- BTN S
——— — N
L
54
0 T T T T v
4 8 12 16 20 2 28 E?) 36 40 aa a8

Weekof follow-up.






